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FAHM  FAMILY  INCOME  -  ITS  DISTRIBUTION  AND  RELATION  TO  NONFARM  INCOME 

By 

Robert  B.  Glasgow 

Production  Economics  Research  Branch 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

INTRODUCTION 

There  is  at  present  widespread  concern  over  farm  incomes  and  the  problems 
associated  with  farm  incomes.  In  part,  this  concern  stems  from  evidence  that 
farm  incomes  have  been  stationary  or  declining  during  a  period  when  nonfarm 
incomes  have  been  increasing.  This  general  concern  is  related  also  to  the  wide 
variations  in  levels  of  farm  income  that  occur  among  regions  or  areas.  Because 
of  these  trends  in  farm  income,  there  has  been  in  some  quarters  concern  about 
the  future  of  the  "family  farm." 

This  interest  in  the  problems  of  farm  income  is  a  healthy  thing.  It  is 
part  of  the  environment  necessary  for  intelligent  individual  and  government 
action  looking  toward  solution  of  real  problems. 

An  important  need  in  this  connection  are  facts  about  the  distribution  of 
farm  income  and  the  relationship  of  farm  to  nonfarm  income  for  smaller  areas 
than  the  country  as  a  whole,  or  for  States  or  groups  of  States. 

This  report  was  prepared  as  a  contribution  to  existing  information  about 
the  distribution  of  farm  income  and  the  relationship  of  farm  and  nonfarm  income 
within  relatively  homogeneous  areas  of  the  various  States. 

The  geographic  segments  used  for  presentation  of  data  are  the  360  State 
economic  areas  of  the  United  States.  These  relatively  homogeneous  areas  were 
delineated  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  in  collaboration  with  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  other  interested  Federal  agencies,  and  the  State 
agricultural  colleges.  Figure  1  shows  the  delineation  of  these  State  economic 
areas. 

The  basic  data  used  in  this  report  are  the  income -distribution  statistics 
for  families  and  unrelated  individuals,  as  reported  for  counties  of  the  various 
States  in  Volume  2,  Census  of  Population,  1950. 

The  income  data  for  families  and  unrelated  individuals  that  were  used  are 
total  money  income  for  the  year  19U9.  This  total  money  income  consists  of: 
(1)  Wages  and  salaries  received,  (2)  net  money  income  received  from  farm  and 
nonfarm  self -employment,  and  (3)  other  income  received,  such  as  interest, 
dividends,  rents,  royalties,  veterans'  allowances,  and  pensions.  In  all  instances, 
the  amounts  obtained  are  income  before  deductions  for  taxes,  social  security,  or 
retirement  plans.  Family  income  is  the  total  of  all  types  of  money  income  re- 
ceived by  all  recipients  of  income  in  the  family. 
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As  indicated  above,  the  data  are  for  families  and  unrelated  individuals. 
Families,  however,  are  the  dominant  element  of  the  composite.  In  19U9,  more 
than  90  percent  of  the  number  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals 
•was  accounted  for  by  families.  For  the  nonfarm  group,  families  accounted  for 
about  80  percent  of  the  number  of  families  and  unrelated  individuals. 

In  general,  the  incomes  of  unrelated  individuals  are  significantly  lower 
than  those  reported  by  families. 

The  data  used  in  this  report  are  for  the  year  19^9.  However,  no  later 
data  that  permit  the  geographic  breakdown  used  here  are  available. 

VARIATIONS  IN  FARM  FAMILY  INCOME  BY  STATE  ECONOMIC  AREAS 

The  median  incomes  of  farm  families  by  State  economic  areas  are  useful 
statistical  measures.  They  portray,  in  a  general  way,  the  geography  of  farm 
incomes  in  the  country.  Their  use  permits  the  classification  of  areas  through 
comparisons  of  cash  returns  to  the  resources  controlled  by  the  households  or 
spending  units  of  the  people  engaged  in  agriculture  in  360  relatively  homo- 
geneous economic  areas  that  cover  all  of  the  United  States.  These  data  shed 
light  on  the  income  position  of  the  various  agricultural  areas  and  of  the  people 
who  live  on  the  farms  in  these  areas. 

In  order  to  make  manageable  the  presentation  of  data  concerning  the  median 
incomes  of  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals  for  360  State  economic  areas, 
5>  area  median  income  groups  were  established.  The  groups  range,  by  $5>00  incre- 
ments, from  less  than  $1,000  to  $2,500  and  over.  The  number  of  areas  encompassed 
by  each  median  income  group,  and  the  percentage  of  farm  families  and  unrelated 
individuals  who  live  in  the  areas  included  in  each  group  are  shown  in  table  1. 

Table  1.-  Number  of  State  economic  areas  and  percentage  distribution  of  rural 
farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals,  by  area  median  farm  family  and 
unrelated  individuals'  income  groups,  United  States,  19U9 


Area  median  income  groups,  rural  farm  families 
and  unrelated  individuals 


Item 


Less  than:  SI, 000-  :  $1,500-  :  $2,000-   :  $2,500   : 
$1,000     :  $1,U99     :  $1,999     ;  $2,U99     :and  over: 


Total 


Number 


Number 


Number 


Number        Number     Number 


State  economic  areas 


Percentage  of  rural 
farm  families  and 
unrelated  in- 
dividuals   , 


51  8U  79  108  38  360 

Percent      Percent      Percent       Percent      Percent  Percent 


19 


26 


19 


25 


11 


100 
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A  panoramic  view  of  farm  household  income  in  19H9  as  depicted  by  these 
area  median  income  groups  is  presented  in  figure  2.  The  geographic  vista  of 
the  farm  income  situation  that  is  afforded  by  figure  2  has  several  aspects. 
One  of  the  more  significant  of  these  is  the  delineation  of  the  considerable 
concentration  of  low-income  areas  that  is  provided. 

The  median  cash  income  of  all  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals  in 
the  United  States  during  19k9  was  $1,56U.  Table  1  shows  that  225  areas  (five- 
eighths  of  the  total  number)  had  median  incomes  of  $1,500  or  more.  Figure  2 
reveals  that  only  20  of  these  225  areas  are  found  in  13  southern  States.  1/ 
Of  these  20  areas,  11  are  in  Texas  and  3  in  Oklahoma.  Thus,  only  6  State  economic 
areas  (all  of  which  fall  in  the  $l,500-$l,999niedian  income  group)  in  the  11 
remaining  southern  States  have  median  incomes  of  $1,500  or  more.  Conversely,  the 
135  areas  having  median  incomes  of  less  than  $1,500  are  heavily  concentrated  in 
the  South.  For  example,  U7  of  51  areas  with  median  incomes  of  less  than  i:l,000 
are  located  in  these  States  and  kh   of  the  hi   are  in  States  east  of  Texas  and 
Oklahoma.  This  lowest  group  of  areas  with  respect  to  median  income  contains 
almost  a  fifth  (19  percent)  of  all  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals. 
The  geographic  concentration  of  the  8U  areas  having  median  incomes  of  between 
$1,000  and  $1,1*99  is  not  so  immediately  apparent.  Sixty-six  of  these  areas, 
however,  are  in  the  13  southern  States,  and  of  the  remaining  18,  13  are  immediate- 
ly contiguous  areas  of  Maryland,  West  Virginia,  southeastern  Ohio,  southern 
Illinois,  and  southern  Missouri.  A  larger  proportion  (26  percent)  of  rural  farm 
families  lived  in  areas  that  fell  within  this  median  income  group  than  in  any 
other. 

The  79  areas  with  median  incomes  between  $1,500  and  $1,999  are  widely 
scattered  over  the  country  (fig,  2).  In  2  large  regions  of  the  country,  how- 
ever, these  areas  are  conspicuously  few.  One  of  these  regions,  as  indicated 
previously,  is  made  up  of  the  11  southern  States  that  lie  east  of  Texas  and 
Oklahoma,  where,  for  the  most  part,  incomes  are  below  $1,500.  The  other  is  the 
region  that  extends  north  and  west  from  Kansas,  where  area  median  incomes  are 
generally  higher  than  $2,000.  As  shown  in  table  1,  19  percent  of  all  farm 
families  and  unrelated  individuals  live  in  the  areas  that  fall  within  this 
income  group. 

The  region  that  extends  north  and  west  from  Kansas  is  predominantly 
characterized  by  State  economic  areas  with  median  rural  farm  family  incomes 
ranging  from  $2,000  to  $2,1*99.  This  median  income  group  contains  108  State 
economic  areas,  more  than  any  other  group.  Fifty-eight  of  these  areas  are  found 
in  the  region  just  mentioned.  Most  of  the  remaining  50  areas  of  this  median 
income  group  are  located  in  small  clusters  within  the  States  that  extend  east 
from  southern  Minnesota  and  northern  Missouri  to  southern  New  England.  The 
areas  encompassed  by  this  second  highest  median  income  group  account  for  a 
fourth  of  all  farm  families  and  individuals. 

1/  Included  as  southern  States  are:  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  Florida,  Alabama,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 
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A  concentration  of  State  economic  areas  in  the  highest  median  rural  farm 
family  income  group  occurs  in  the  diagonal  that  extends  from  the  southwestern 
corner  of  Minnesota  to  northeastern  Ohio.  Twenty-one  of  38  areas  in  this  in- 
come group  are  found  here.  The  remaining  17  areas  are  widely  dispersed — in 
locations  that  extend  from  central  Connecticut  to  Puget  Sound  and  southern 
California.  This  highest  median  income  group  of  areas  comprises  almost  11 
percent  of  all  State  economic  areas,  and,  in  l°li9,  these  areas  contained  11 
percent  of  all  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals. 

The  estimated  median  incomes  for  each  State  economic  area  are  shown  in 
appendix  table  lU.  Perhaps,  however,  a  somewhat  more  detailed  accounting  is 
needed  of  the  geography  of  area  median  rural  farm  family  incomes  for  the  lowest 
and  the  highest  median  income  groups.  It  is  in  these  two  groups  that  greatest 
possibilities  for  variation  occur. 

Among  the  51  areas  with  median  incomes  of  less  than  $1,000,  6  had  less 
than  $600  (2  under  $500),  and  the  lowest  was  $U56.  An  additional  6  of  these 
areas  had  median  incomes  that  ranged  between  $600  and  $7U°,  while  in  13  areas 
the  median  incomes  ranged  between  $750  and  $899.  In  a  little  more  than  half 
(26)  of  these  lowest  income  areas,  the  median  incomes  fell  between  $900  and  %999, 

Only  6  of  the  38  State  economic  areas  with  median  rural  farm  family  in- 
comes of  $2,500  or  more  had  median  incomes  of  $3,000  or  more.  The  highest 
among  these  was  $3*550,  and  in  k   of  the  6  the  median  incomes  were  less  than 
$3,l50.  The  remaining  32  areas  of  this  group  were  distributed  with  respect  to 
median  rural  farm  family  income  as  follows:  7  between  $2,500  and  $2,599j  13 
between  $2,600  and  $2,7U9,  and  12  between  $2,750  and  $2,999. 

Distribution  of  Family  Incomes 

The  percentages  of  all  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals 
living  in  the  various  areas,  grouped  according  to  area  median  farm  family  in- 
come, were  shown  in  table  1.  The  percentage  distributions  of  table  2  below 
show  in  somewhat  greater  detail  the  incomes  of  families  who  live  on  farms  in 
the  different  area  median  income  groups. 

These  data  indicate  that  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals  with 
very  low  incomes  are  concentrated  in  areas  having  low  median  farm  family  in- 
comes. For  example,  63  percent  of  farm  families  with  incomes  of  less  than 
$1,000  live  in  the  two  groups  of  areas  with  median  incomes  of  less  than  $1,500. 
Table  2  also  demonstrates,  however,  that  the  problem  of  low  farm  family  in- 
comes is  not  confined  exclusively  to  the  low-median  income  areas.  For  example, 
a  fifth  of  all  farm  families  reporting  incomes  below  $1,000  were  living  in 
areas  with  median  incomes  in  excess  of  $2,000. 

The  magnitude  of  the  low-income  problem  in  American  agriculture  is 
suggested  in  the  data  found  in  table  3.  It  will  be  observed  that  35  percent 
of  all  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals  reported  incomes  of  less 
than  $1,000.  The  scope  and  nature  of  the  problems  of  economic  adjustment 
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Table  2.-  Percentage  distribution  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individ- 
uals reporting  specified  incomes,  by  areas  with  designated  median  rural 
farm  family  incomes 


Family  income 
group 


Less 

than 

$1,000 


Area  median  rural  farm  family  income  groups 


$1,000- 
$1,U99 


$1,500- 
$1,999 


$2,000- 
$2,U99 


$2,500 

and 

over 


Total 


Less  than  $1,000 
$1,000-$1,1|99... 
$1,500-$1,999... 
$2,000-$2,li99... 
$2,500-$2,999... 
$3,000-$3,999... 
$U,000-$1|,  999... 
$5,000  and  over. 
All  family  income 
groups 


Percent   Percent   Percent   Percent   Percent   Percent 


30.9 

20,8 

15.8 

11.7 

9.1 

7.3 

6.1 

5.0 

18.6 


32.2 
30.6 

27.3 
2U.2 
19.7 
19.5 
15.9 
12.5 

26.0 


16.2 
19.9 
21.7 
22.2 
21.6 
17.9 
17.5 
18.3 

19.2 


15.5 
20.7 
25.1 
29.3 
35.0 
37.2 
39.6 
39.6 

2U.9 


5.2 
8.0 
10.1 
12.6 
1U.6 
18.1 
20.9 
2U.6 

11.3 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 


Table  3.-  Percentage  distribution  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individ- 
uals living  in  areas  vri.th  designated  median  incomes,  by  specified  family 
income  groups 


Family  income 
group 


Less  than  $1,000 
$l,000-4l,U99... 
$1,500-^1,999... 
$2,O00-$2,li99... 
$2,500-$2,999... 
$3, 000-$3, 999... 
$U,000-$U, 999... 
$5,000  and  over. 

Total 


Area  median  rural  farm  family  income  groups 


Percent     Percent       Percent       Percent       Percent 


58.6 
Hi. 8 
9.0 
6.3 
3.3 
U.O 
1.7 
2.3 

100.0 


U3.8 
15.6 
11.2 
9.3 
5.1 
7.6" 
3.3 
lul 

100.0 


29.9 
13.8 
12.0 
11.6 
8.5 
10.5 

8.2 
100.0 


22.1 
11.0 
10.7 
11.7 

8.7 
Hi. 2 

7.9 
13.7 

100.0 


16.3 
9.ii 
96 

11.1 
8.7 

16.2 
9.9 

18.9 

100.0 


income  groups 
Percent 

35. L- 

13.2 

10.6 

10.0 

6.7 

10.1 

5.3 

8.7 


100.0 
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that  confront  the  people  of  areas  with  lowest  median  rural  farm  family  incomes 
are  dramatized  by  the  percentages  of  families  in  these  areas  that  are  shown  to 
have  cash  incomes  below  $1,000.  At  the  same  time,  the  fact  that  16  percent  of 
the  families  living  in  areas  with  the  highest  median  incomes  reported  incomes 
of  less  than  $1,000  emphasizes  the  need  in  a  dynamic  economic  environment  for 
continuous  orderly  adjustments  in  use  of  resources,  as  conditions  of  production 
and  demand  change. 

FARM-N0NFARM  INCOME  COMPARISONS 

As  is  usual  in  an  economy  that  experiences  growth  and  economic  development, 
the  farm  population  of  the  United  States  has  shown  a  steady  decline  throughout 
most  of  our  history.  At  first,  the  decline  was  relative,  that  is,  a  decline  in 
the  proportion  of  the  total  population  engaged  in  farming.  Since  1916  the  de- 
cline has  been  almost  uninterrupted,  both  relatively  and  absolutely.  Our 
agriculture  has  contributed  to  and  participated  in  the  economic  development  and 
growth  of  the  economy  at  large  by  producing  during  the  last  U0  years  an  ever- 
increasing  output  of  food  and  fiber,  while  employing,  directly,  a  declining 
number  of  people. 

During  these  U0  years,  there  was  a  steady  transfer  of  labor  resources 
between  the  farm  and  nonfarm  sectors  of  the  economy.  This  transfer  was  effected 
because  of  the  acceptance  by  farm  people  of  nonfarm  employment  opportunities 
which  they  believed  to  be  more  attractive  alternatives  than  were  available  in 
agriculture.  The  data  presented  in  figure  2  and  tables  2  and  3  suggest  that 
transfers  of  workers  from  the  agricultural  to  the  nonagricultural  sector  continue 
to  be  probable  for  some  areas. 

In  this  context,  data  that  indicate  the  relationships  between  farm  and 
nonfarm  family  incomes  for  small,  relatively  homogeneous  areas  should  prove 
useful.  In  order  to  permit  the  determination  of  such  relationships,  median 
incomes  for  nonfarm  families  and  unrelated  individuals  were  calculated  for  the 
360  State  economic  areas  for  which  median  income  data  for  farm  families  and 
unrelated  individuals  are  presented  in  figure  2.  An  overall,  view  of  the  geo- 
graphic characteristics  of  median  nonfarm  incomes  for  these  360  areas  is 
presented  in  figure  3.  The  actual  median  nonfarm  family  income  for  each  State 
economic  area  is  given  in  appendix  table  lU.  These  nonfarm  median  family  in- 
come data  are  in  themselves  analytically  suggestive.  The  objective  of  this 
section  of  the  report,  however,  is  to  develop  and  analyze  comparative  farm  and 
nonfarm  incomes.  Nonfarm  median  incomes  are  used  here,  therefore,  merely  as 
data  toward  that  end. 

One  aspect  of  farm-nonfarm  income  comparison  is  given  in  table  U.  Basically, 
this  table  indicates  some  of  the  relationships  between  figures  2  and  3.  A 
positive  correlation  is  indicated  between  area  median  farm  and  nonfarm  incomes. 
For  example,  more  than  60  percent  of  the  State  economic  areas  with  rural  farm 
family  median  incomes  of  less  than  $1,000  also  have  median  nonfarm  family  in- 
comes of  less  than  $1,500,  and  about  9h   percent  of  the  areas  with  farm  family 
area  median  incomes  of  $2,5>00  or  more  also  have  median  nonfarm  family  incomes 
in  excess  of  $2,5>00. 
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Table  h.-   Percentage  distribution  of  State  economic  areas  having  specified 
median  rural  farm  family  incomes,  by  designated  area  median  nonfarm 
family  income  groups 


AT*pa   rn^di  an  t*iit*p3 

:           Area 

median  nonfarm  family  income 

groups 

farm  family 
income  group 

:      Less 
:      than 
•    $1,500 

:  $1,500- 
;   $L,999 

:  $2,000-  '' 

;  $2,U99    ; 

$2,500- 
$2,999 

:    $3,000 
:       and 
:      over 

:        All 
:  nonfarm 
:    groups 

Less  than  $1,000....! 

$1,000-41,1*99 : 

$1,500-$1,999 : 

$2,OO0-$2,li99 : 

$2,500  and  over.....! 
All  farm  groups ! 

Percent 

:         60.8 
:         13.1 
:           1.3 

:         12.0 

Percent 

29.ii 

U2.8 

15.2 

.9 

17.8 

Percent 

7.8 
39.3 
Sk.k 
26.9 
15.8 
31.9 

Percent 

2.0 

3.6 
27.8 
li7.2 
28.9 
2U.ii 

Percent 

1.2 

1.3 

25.0 

55.3 
13.9 

Percent 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

Conceptually,  however,  the  most  significant  economic  comparison  between 
farm  and  nonfarm  incomes  that  is  afforded  by  the  data  used  in  this  report  is 
the  ratio  between  farm  and  nonfarm  median  incomes  for  the  various  State  economic 
areas.  If  these  ratios  were  based  on  total  money  and  nonmoney  incomes  of  farm 
and  nonfarm  families,  in  the  absence  of  special  or  unusual  circumstances,  the 
ratio  of  farm  to  nonfarm  family  median  income  might  be  taken  as  indicating  the 
relative  efficiency  with  which  resources  are  allocated  between  the  farm  and 
nonfarm  sectors  of  the  area  concerned.  A  ratio  of  less  than  1:00  would  indicate 
an  excess  allocation  of  resources  to  the  agricultural  sector.  A  ratio  in  excess 
of  1:00  would  indicate  the  opposite. 

As  previously  indicated,  however,  the  data  in  this  report  relate  only  to 
net  money  incomes  for  both  farm  and  nonfarm  families.  Therefore,  we  must 
consider  the  adjustments  that  should  be  made  in  evaluating  the  ratios  computed 
from  the  income  data  used  here. 


Usually  two  components  of  farm  family  nonmoney  income  are  separately 
identified.  These  are  the  estimated  rental  value  of  the  dwelling  and  the  value 
of  farm-produced  commodities  consumed,  by  the  farm  family.  The  first  of  these— 
estimated  rental  value  of  the  dwelling — in  the  instance  of  owned  dwelling  units, 
is  an  equally  justifiable  component  of  nonfarm  family  income.  The  second 
component  of  nonmoney  farm  family  income  is  frequently  assumed  to  be  negligible 
so  far  as  nonfarm  families  are  concerned.  This  assumption  is  of  doubtful 
validity,  particularly  when,  as  in  the  instance  of  the  data  used  here,  rural 
nonfarm  families  are  included  in  the  nonfarm  aggregate.  In  addition,  a  not 
inconsiderable  segment  of  the  nonfarm  labor  force  receives  some  or  all  meals 
and  other  nonmoney  perquisites  that  are  not  included  in  the  income  data  used 
in  this  report. 
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In  short,  nonmoney  income  is  a  component  of  total  income  in  both  the  farm 
and  the  nonfaim  sectors. 

As  previously  indicated,  it  is  somewhat  doubtful  whether  leaving  the 
nonmoney  components  out  of  both  farm  and  nonfarm  incomes  would  result  in  a 
significant  understatement  of  farm  with  respect  to  nonfarm  family  income. 
However,  even  if  we  consider  the  value  of  farm-produced  products  consumed  by 
the  farm  family  as  a  nonmoney  component  of  farm  family  income  that  has  no 
counterpart  among  nonfarm  families,  available  evidence  would  indicate  that  its 
inclusion  would  not  change  greatly  the  f arm-nonfarm  income  relationships  based 
on  money  income  alone.  Table  5  gives  estimates  developed  by  Grove  of  the  value 
per  farm  of  this  item,  by  value-of -sales  groups  of  farms  for  19h9.  2/ 

This  nonmoney  component  is  estimated  to  have  had  a  value  equivalent  to 
about  11  percent  of  the  estimated  net  money  income  of  all  farm  operator  families. 
The  highest  percentage  shown  is  that  for  families  on  commercial  farms  reporting 
sales  of  between  $250  and  $1,199.  In  this  instance,  the  nonmoney  component 
amounted  to  about  29  percent  of  the  value  of  net  money  income.  This  group  of 
farms  accounted  for  only  13  percent  of  all  farms  in  19l±9. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  it  seems  reasonable  to  conclude  that  ratios  of 
farm  to  nonfarm  median  family  income  below  0.80  justify  a  presumption  of 
relatively  less  efficiency  in  the  use  of  resources  in  the  agricultural  than 
in  the  nonagricultural  sector  of  the  area  concerned.  This  in  turn  suggests  a 
need  for  developing  farming  systems  that  will  be  more  productive  per  unit  of 
labor  used  in  these  areas,  if  greater  equality  between  farm  and  nonfarm  incomes 
is  to  be  achieved.  In  general,  the  achievement  of  such  farming  systems  will 
mean  improved  farm  production  techniques,  probably  larger  farm  businesses,  and 
perhaps  more  part-  or  full-time  employment  of  farm  people  in  nonfarm  jobs. 

The  general  geographic  characteristics  of  the  ratios  of  farm  to  nonfarm 
area  median  family  incomes  are  presented  in  figure  h.     Table  6  summarizes  the 
number  of  areas  and  the  percentage  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  indi- 
viduals that  are  found  in  each  ratio  group  used  in  figure  U. 

The  estimated  ratio  for  each  individual  area  is  given  in  appendix  table 
15. 

Perhaps  the  most  striking  feature  of  figure  h   is  the  extent  and  the  general 
contiguity  of  the  lowest  ratio  group— those  areas  in  which  median  farm  family 
income  is  less  than  65  percent  of  median  nonfarm  income.  A  little  more  than  a 
third  of  all  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals  live  in  areas  for  which 
there  is  the  strongest  presumption  of  poor  allocation  of  resources  between  the 
farm  and  nonfarm  sectors. 


2/  Grove,  Ernest  W.  Per  Capita  Income  by  Economic  Class  of  Farm,-  19U9. 
Agr.  Econ.  Res.  8  (2):5l-58.  Apr.  1956. 
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Table  5.-  Net  money  income  from  all  sources  and  value  of  home -consumed  farm 

products,  United  States,  19h9    1/ 


Average  per  farm" 


Value  of  farm  sales  group 


Percent- 
age 
of  all 
farms 


Net 

money 

income 


Value  of 

home- 
consumed 
products 


Value  of 

home- 

consumed 

products  as 

percentage 

of  net 

money 

income 


Percent   Dollars   Dollars   Percent 


•  •  •  •  • 


All  farms: 

$25,000  and  over 

$10, 000-I2U, 999. 

$$,000-49,999... 

$2,500-$U,999... 

$1,200-$2,U99... 

$250-41,199 

Part-time  and  residential  farms  3/ 


100.0 

1.9 

7.1 

13  .h 

16. h 

16.8 

13.3 
31.1 


2/2,900 
15,925 
6,753 
U,005 
2,597 
1,911 
975 
2,263 


308 
503 
UlO 
386 
356 
325 
288 
206 


10.6 

3.3 

6.1 

9.6 

13.7 

17.0 

29.5 

9.1 


1/  See  footnote  2,  page  13. 

"2/  Average  (arithmetic  mean)  income  per  farm  exceeds  median  income  for  all 
farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals  (see  page  6)  for  the  following  reasons: 
(l)  Grove  adjusts  upward  the  census-reported  net  money  income  from  farming. 
This  adjustment  amounted  to  about  9  percent  of  the  total  shown  above.  (2)  For 
any  income  distribution  that  is  skewed  to  the  left,  the  median  is  significantly 
smaller  than  the  mean.   (3)  The  median  income  data  used  in  this  report  are  for 
both  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals.  The  incomes  reported  here  are 
for  farm  operator  families.  The  median  incomes  of  unrelated  individuals  on 
farms  were  significantly  smaller  than  were  median  farm  family  incomes  in  19U9. 

3/  Part-time  farms  had  sales  of  between  $250  and  $1,199  with  operator  working 
off  farm  100  days  or  more  or  family  income  from  off -farm  sources  exceeding 
value  of  sales.  Residential  farms  had  sales  of  less  than  $250. 
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Table  6.-  Number  of  State  economic  areas  and  percentage  of  rural  farm  families 
and  unrelated  individuals,  by  area  ratio  of  median  farm  to  nonfarm  income 
groups,  United  States,  19U9 


Ratio  of  farm  to  nonfarm  median  income  groups 

Item 

:  Less  :  0.65  :  0.70  :  0.80  :  0.90  :  1.00  : 

:  than  :   to   :   to   :   to   :   to   :  and  :  Total 

:  0.65  :  0.69  :  0.79  :  0.89  :  0.99  :  over  : 

State  economic  areas.. 

Number  Number  Number  Number  Number  Number   Number 

91     35    101     63     36     3h     360 
[Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent 

Percentage  of  rural   j 
farm  families  and    : 
unrelated  indi- 

:   3U     10     2k            15      8      9     100 

The  136  areas  having  ratios  of  between  0.65  and  0.79  are  less  concentrated, 
although  significant  concentrations  may  be  observed  in  the  Northeast,  in 
Michigan,  Montana,  Idaho  and  Washington,  and  in  northern  California.  Thirty- 
four  percent  of  all  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals  lived  in  these 
areas  in  1950. 

Altogether,  therefore,  227  of  the  360  State  economic  areas  in  which  a  little 
more  than  two-thirds  of  all  farm  families  live  are  characterized  by  ratios  of 
farm  to  nonfarm  family  median  income  which  appear  to  indicate  a  need  for  adjust- 
ments that  will  increase  the  income-earning  capacity  of  families  on  farms. 

Some  of  the  remaining  133  areas  in  which  the  intersector  allocation  of 
resources  appears  to  be  reasonably  efficient  are  to  be  found  in  all  parts  of 
the  country.  Most  of  them,  however,  are  located  in  the  Corn  Belt,  the  Northern 
Plains,  and  western  Oklahoma  and  northwestern  Texas.  This  group  of  areas  con- 
tains 32  percent  of  all  farm  families  and  unrelated  individuals. 

In  view  of  the  suggestion  that  ratios  of  median  farm  to  median  nonfarm 
family  income  indicate  reasonably  well  the  relative  efficiency  in  the  use  of 
resources  for  19U9  as  between  the  farm  and  nonfarm  sectors,  it  seems  desirable 
to  compare  the  income  distributions  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  indi- 
viduals for  the  various  areas  grouped  according  to  ratio  of  farm  to  nonfarm 
median  income.  Data  that  permit  comparisons  of  this  kind  are  presented  in  table 
7.  The  fact  that  81  percent  of  all  farm  families  reporting  incomes  of  less  than 
$1,000  live  in  areas  with  ratios  of  farm  to  nonfarm  family  median  income  of  less 
than  0.80  suggests  that  much  of  our  rural  poverty  is  associated  with  relatively 
inefficient  farm-nonfarm  resource  allocation.  It  should  be  remembered  that  areas 
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Table  7.-  Percentage  distribution  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  indi- 
viduals reporting  specified  incomes,  by  areas  with  designated  ratios  of 
median  farm  to  nonf arm  family  incomes 


:Areas  with  ratio 

of  median  f ana  to  nonf arm  f amilv 

income  of 

Family  income 

:     Less 

:    0.65     : 

0.70     : 

o.yo    : 

0.90     : 

1.00     : 

group 

:     than 

:      to       : 

to       : 

to       : 

to       : 

or       : 

Total 

:     0.65 

:    0.69     : 

0.79     : 

0.89     : 

0.99     : 

more     : 

:  Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Less  than  $1,000. 

..!       U7.8 

11.0 

21.U 

10.3 

U.8 

U.7 

100.0 

$1,000-$1,U99 

..:       37.5 

11.3 

23.2 

13.2 

6.9 

7.9 

100.0 

$1,500-$1,999..... 

...:       32.3 

10.8 

2U.U 

1U.9 

8.0 

9.6 

100.0 

$2, 000-$2, k99... . 

...:       27.7 

9.9 

25.7 

16.6 

9.1 

11.0 

100.0 

$2,500-^2,999.... 

,..:       2U.2 

9.U 

28.0 

17.7 

9.U 

11.3 

100.0 

$3,000-43,999 

...:       21.3 

8.6 

28.1 

19.1 

10.3 

12.6 

100.0 

$li,000-$U,999.... 

...:       19.0 

8.1 

27.  k 

20.2 

11.7 

13.6 

100.0 

$5,000  and  over... 

...:       15.3 

7.7 

26.1 

20.3 

Uul 

16.5 

100.0 

All  income  groups, 

,..:       3U.2 

10.1 

2U.2' 

1U.6 

7.9 

9.0 

100.0 

with  ratios  of  less  than  0.80  account  for  68  percent  of  all  rural  farm  families < 
Given  merely  a  proportionate  distribution  of  families  with  very  low  incomes, 
these  areas  should  account  for  68  percent  of  these  families. 

The  income  distributions  given  in  table  7  suggest  that  there  may  be  some 
interesting  relationships  between  areas  classified  according  to  ratios  of  farm 
to  nonf arm  median  family  income  and  the  same  areas  classified  by  area  median 
farm  family  income  groups.  The  general  relationships  that  result  from  a  cross 
classification  of  this  kind  are  shown  in  table  8.  It  will  be  observed  that  96 
percent  of  the  areas  with  median  farm  family  incomes  of  less  than  $1,000  have 
ratios  of  farm  to  nonf arm  income  of  less  than  0.80,  and  that  75  percent  of 
these  areas  have  ratios  of  less  than  0.65.  Conversely,  8U  percent  of  the  areas 
with  median  farm  family  incomes  of  $2,500  or  more  have  farm  to  nonf arm  income 
ratios  in  excess  of  0.80. 

The  density  of  farm  population  varies  widely  in  different  regions.  It  is 
important,  therefore,  to  know  the  distributions  of  farm  families  and  unrelated 
individuals  among  areas  cross-classified  by  median  area  farm  family  income,  and 
the  ratio  of  such  income  to  that  of  nonf arm  families.  Data  of  this  kind  are 
shown  in  table  9.  Table  9  reveals  that  about  90  percent  of  all  rural  farm 
families  and  unrelated  individuals  who  live  in  areas  with  median  farm  family 
incomes  of  less  than  $1,000  reside  in  areas  with  ratios  of  farm  to  nonfarm  in- 
come of  less  than  0.70.  Also,  almost-  80  percent  of  the  rural  farm  people  who 
live  in  areas  having  median  rural  farm  family  incomes  of  $2,500  or  more  live 
in  areas  that  are  characterized  by  ratios  of  farm  to  nonfarm  income  of  0.80 
or  more. 
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Table  8.-  Percentage  distribution  of  State  economic  areas  having  specified  median 
rural  farm  family  incomes,  by  designated  ratios  of  median  farm  to  nonfarm 
family  income 


Area  median  rural 

farm  family 

income  group 


Ratio  of  median  farm  to  nonfarm  family  income 


Less  than  $1,000 
$l,000-fPl,i*99... 
$1,500-$1,999... 
$2,000-$2,li99... 
$2,500  and  over. 
All  income  groups. 


Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent 


7U.5 

5U.8 

10.0 

1.0 

25.3 


11.7 

13.1 

13.8 

5.5 

2.6 

9.7 


9.8 
20.2 
U3.8 
35.2 
13.2 
28.1 


2.0 
11.9 
15.0 
28.7 
23.7 
17.5 


2.0 

8.7 
17.6 
23.7 
10.0 


8.7 
12.0 
36.8 

9.U 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


Table  9.-  Percentage  distribution  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individ- 
uals living  in  areas  with  specified  median  rural  farm  family  incomes,  by 
areas  with  designated  ratios  of  farm  to  nonfarm  family  incomes 


Area  median 

rural  farm  family 

income  group 


Less  than  $1,000 
$1,000-$1, U99... 
$1,500-$1,999... 
$2,000-$2,U99... 
$2,500  and  over. 
All  income  groups. 


Ratio  of  area  median  rural  farm  to  nonfarm  family  income 


Less 
than 
0.65 


"O^F 

to 
0.69 


0.70 

to 

0.79 


"oTHcT 

to 
0.89 


0.90 

to 

0.99 


1.00 

and 

over 


Total 


Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent 


78.3 

65.5 

13.0 

.3 

3U.2 


11.3 
9.8 

16.3 
6.^ 
6.2 

10.1 


9.2 
16.5 
36.3 
37.6 
17.0 
2U.2 


0.5 
8.2 
16.1 
26.9 
22.7 
lii.6 


0.7 

8.0 
16.8 
17.9 

7.9 


10.3 

11.9 

36.2 

9.0 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
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•RELATIONSHIPS  BETWEEN  FARM  FAMILY  INCOME  AND  RURALITY  OF  AREAS 

Most  of  the  new  employment  opportunities  that  have  accompanied  growth  and 
change  in  our  economy  have  occurred  in  the  nonfarm  rather  than  in  the  farm  sector. 
It  would  seem  reasonable,  therefore,  to  suppose  that  there  might  exist  for  State 
economic  areas  a  positive  relationship  between:   (l)  Income  levels  in  agricul- 
ture 5  and  (2)  the  extent  or  degree  of  rurality  that  characterizes  the  various 
areas.  Quite  apart  from  this  possibility,  however,  data  on  the  relative  rurality 
of  the  various  State  economic  areas  are  of  interest,  and  perhaps  of  value  in 
planning  policies  and  programs  relating  to  farm  income  problems. 

A  panoramic  view  of  relative  rurality  for  the  various  State  economic  areas 
is  presented  in  figure  5>.  In  preparing  this  chart,  the  number  of  rural  farm 
families  and  unrelated  individuals  in  each  State  economic  area  was  expressed  as 
a  percentage  of  the  number  of  urban  and  rural  nonfarm  families  and  unrelated 
individuals.  The  result  was  termed  an  index  of  rurality.  The  actual  percentage 
or  index  for  each  State  economic  area  is  given  in  appendix  table  15.  As  with 
other  figures  used  in  this  report,  the  task  of  presentation  in  figure  5  was  made 
manageable  by  combining  State  economic  areas  into  index-of -rurality  groups.  In 
this  instance,  there  are  6  groups  with  index  values  that  range  from  less  than 
10  percent  to  80  percent  and  over. 

Table  10  shows  the  number  of  State  economic  areas  included  in  each  index- 
of  -rurality  group  and  the  proportion  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated 
individuals  who  live  in  the  areas  that  comprise  each  group. 

The  most  significant  feature  of  figure  $   is  the  large  number  of  areas,  and 
their  wide  geographic  dispersion,  in  which  the  number  of  rural  farm  families  is 
a  small  percentage  of  nonfarm  families.  In  12U" areas,  in  which  31  percent  of 
all  rural  farm  families  live,  the  numbers  of  farm  families  are  less  than  20 
percent  of  the  number  of  nonfarm  families.  In  another  108  areas,  in  which  28 
percent  of  all  farm  families  live,  farm  families  are  between  one-fifth  and  two- 
fifths  as  numerous  as  nonfarm  families. 

Table  10.-  Number  of  State  economic  areas  and  percentage  of  rural  farm  families 
and  unrelated  individuals,  by  index-of -rurality  groups  of  areas 


Index-of 

-rurality 

groups 

Item     [ 

Less 

than 

10 

:   10 
:   to 
s   19 

:   20   : 
:   to   : 

:   39   : 

UO   : 
to   : 
59   : 

60 
to 
19 

:   80 
:   and 
:  over 

:  Total 

State  economic 

:  Number 
:   60 
: Percent 

Number 

6k 
Percent 

17 

Number 

108 
Percent 

28 

Number 

6U 
Percent 

19 

Number 

37 
Percent 

12 

Number 

27 
Percent 

10 

Number 
360 

Percent 

Percentage  of 
rural  farm 
families  and 
unrelated  in-  ■ 

i   1U 

1O0 
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The  highest  index-of-rurality  group  used  was  80  percent  and  over.  Twenty- 
seven  State  economic  areas  and  10  percent  of  the  farm  families  fall  within  this 
group.  In  only  6  State  economic  areas  was  the  number  of  farm  families  larger 
than  the  number  of  nonfarm  families.  These  areas  are  located  in  Mississippi  (3), 
Kentucky  (1),  Tennessee  (1),  and  Oklahoma  (l). 

The  data  in  table  11  shed  light  on  the  possible  relationships  between  the 
level  of  farm  family  incomes  and  the  degree  of  rurality  of  the  areas  in  which 
these  families  live.  At  first  glance,  the  percentage  distributions  shown  in 
this  table  apparently  indicate  little  except  a  general  diffusion  of  families 
with  different  income  levels  among  the  various  index-of-rurality  groups  of  areas. 
A  more  critical  examination  of  the  distribution,  however,  reveals  that  areas 
with  indexes  of  rurality  of  less  than  ItO  percent  uniformly  account  for  percent- 
ages of  farm  families  reporting  incomes  of  less  than  $1,500  that  are  smaller 
than  the  proportionate  share  of  all  farm  families  who  live  in  these  areas.  For 
farm  families  reporting  incomes  above  $2,000,  this  relationship  is  reversed. 
Also,  relationships  the  opposite  of  those  outlined  above  obtain  for  areas  with 
indexes  of  rurality  of  kO  percent  or  more. 

The  data  in  table  U  also  show  that  aLnost  half  of  the  farm  families  with 
incomes  of  less  than  $1,000,  and  more  than  half  of  those  with  incomes  ranging 
between  $1,000  and  $1,500  live  in  areas  having  rurality  indexes  of  less  than 
k0   percent*  These  data  indicate  that  economic  adjustments  that  entail  transfer 
of  labor  resources  from  the  farm  to  the  nonfarm  sector  of  the  economy  should 
be  more  easily  achieved  than  if  very  low  farm  family  incomes,  and  the  under- 
employment they  imply,  were  more  heavily  concentrated  in  areas  with  relatively 
high  indexes  of  rurality. 


Table  11.-  Percentage  distribution  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individ- 
uals reporting  specified  incomes 3   by  areas  with  designated  indexes  of  rurality 


Area  index-of-rurality  groups 


Family  income 
group 


10-19 


:  Less 

:than  10: 

.  percent 
:  percent  r : 


20-39  ;  UO-59  J  60-79 
percent \ percent \ percent 


:   BO 
: percent 
tor  more 


Total 


: Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent 


Less  than  $1,000 :  9.8 

$1,000-$1,U99 :  11.2 

$1,500-$1,999 :  12.5 

$2,000-$2,U99 :  Unl 

$2,500-$2,999 :  16.1 

$3,000-43,999 :  18.2 

$U,000-$U,999 :  19. U 

$£,000  and  over :  21.2 

All  income  groups :  lU.O 


15.1 

2U.1* 

21.5 

1U.9 

1U.3 

100.0 

16.7 

27.3 

20.U 

13.8 

10.6 

100.0 

18.1 

28.7 

19.3 

12.5 

8.9 

100.0 

19.6 

30.2 

18.0 

11.3 

6.8 

100.0 

21.1 

30.9 

16.1 

10.2 

^.6 

100.0 

21.9 

29.0 

16.3 

9.9 

U.7 

100.0 

22.2 

30.5 

lU.i* 

9.7 

3.8 

100.0 

22.0 

30.6 

13.6 

9.U 

3.2 

100.0 

17.0 

28.0 

19.0 

12.0 

10.0 

100.0 
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Further  general  indications  of  the  relationship  between  degree  of  rurality 
of  State  economic  areas  and  the  levels  of  farm  family  income  that  prevail  in 
the  various  areas  are  afforded  by  the  data  presented  in  table  12.  In  this 
table,  data  are  given  showing  the  distribution,  with  respect  to  areas  grouped 
according  to  index  of  rurality,  of  farm  families  living  in  areas  classified  by 
median  farm  family  income. 

It  will  be  observed  that  63  percent  of  all  farm  families  who  live  in  areas 
with  median  farm  family  incomes  of  less  than  $1,000  also  live  in  areas  with 
rurality  indexes  of  60  percent  or  more.  Areas  with  rurality  indexes  of  60 
percent  or  more  account  for  23  percent  of  all  rural  farm  families.  It  is  also 
indicated  that  more  than  60  percent  of  the  families  who  live  in  areas  with 
median  farm  family  incomes  of  $2,500  or  more  live  in  areas  with  rurality  indexes 
of  less  than  20  percent.  This  latter  group  of  rurality  index  areas  contains 
31  percent  of  all  farm  families. 

Although  these  data  suggest  a  significant  association  between  areas  with 
concentrations  of  low-income  families  and  those  with  high  indexes  of  rurality, 
it  should  be  made  clear  that  the  data  in  figure  5  and  the  various  tables  that 
relate  levels  of  income  and  degree  of  rurality  do  not  establish  an  unambiguous 
causal  relationship  between  degree  of  rurality  and  levels  of  farm  family  income. 
Many  other  factors  are  involved.  The  data  in  this  report  which  show  that  some 
of  the  most  rural  areas  have  relatively  high  area  median  farm  family  incomes, 
and  that  some  areas  with  low  indexes  of  rurality  also  have  low  median  farm 
family  incomes  should,  therefore,  be  kept  in  mind. 


Table  12.-  Percentage  distribution  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individ- 
uals living  in  areas  with  specified  median  rural  farm  family  incomes,  by 
areas  with  designated  index  of  rurality 


Area  median  rural 

farm  family 

income  group 


Area  index-of -rurality  groups 


Less 

than  10:  ±v  ±y. 
.  percent 
percent t^^ 


20-39 
percent 


W 


percent ' percent ' ™ 


:or  more 


Total 


Less  than  $1,000 
$1,000-$1,U°9... 
$l,50O-$l,999... 
$2,000-$2,U99... 
$2,500  and  over. 
All  income  groups 


Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent     Percent 


0.8 
3.6 
17.5 
20.9 
37.1 
13.8 


6.8 
18.2 
13.9 
2U.0 
25.1 
17.5 


12.2 
29.8 
33.3 
3U.6 
22.7 
27.6 


16.9 
32.8 

m.8 

Hwl 

5.0 

18.6 


30.6 
6.8 

12.3 
5.2 

10.1 

12.3 


32.7 
8.8 
8.2 
1.2 

10.2 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
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It  was  suggested  previously  that  the  ratio  of  median  farm  to  nonfarm  family 
income  for  the  various  State  economic  areas  provides  a  reasonably  good  indica- 
tion of  the  relative  efficiency  with  which  resources  are  allocated  between  the 
farm  and  nonfarm  sectors  of  any  given  area.  It  is,  therefore,  of  interest  to 
examine  the  relationships  between  areas  grouped  according  to  the  ratio  of  median 
farm  to  nonfarm  family  income  and  cross-classified  according  to  the  index  of 
rurality. 

The  data  in  table  13  indicate  some  of  these  relationships.  Contrary  to 
the  indicated  association  between  median  farm  family  income  and  the  degree  of 
rurality  of  the  various  areas,  there  apparently  is  no  generally  consistent 
aggregate  relationship  between  this  indicator  of  the  relative  efficiency  of 
resource  allocation  between  the  farm  and  nonfarm  sectors  and  degree  of  area 
rurality.  This  absence  of  relationship  would  appear  to  suggest  that  although 
in  the  aggregate,  farm  family  incomes  tend  to  be  lower  in  areas  with  the  higher 
indexes  of  rurality,  the  more  rural  areas  do  not  display  significantly  poorer 
intra-area  allocation  of  resources  between  the  farm  and  nonfarm  sectors  than  do 
the  more  urban  areas. 


Table  13.-  Percentage  distribution  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  individ- 
uals living  in  areas  with  specified  ratios  of  farm  to  nonfarm  median  family 
income,  by  areas  with  designated  indexes  of  rurality 


Ratio  of  area  median 

Area  index-of -rurality  groups 

farm  to  nonfarm 

:    Less 

!  10-19 

20-39 

:  UO-59  : 

60-79 

i      80 

:     Total 

family 
income  group 

:than  10 
:  percent 

| percent j percent j percent ' pe  rcent 

•                               •                               • 

: percent! 
:or  more- 

: Percent 

Percent 
17.9 

Percent 
20.6 

Percent 
2U.7 

Percent 
111. 5 

Percent 

iii.6 

Percent 

Less  than  0.65 

:       7.7 

100.0 

0.65-0.69 

:     11.9 

5.7 

h0. 6 

9.k 

23.2 

9.2 

100.0 

0.70-0.79 

:     27.7 

26.0 

23.3 

9.8 

1.0 

12.2 

100.0 

0.80-0.89 

:     15.8 

16.2 

la. 7 

15.6 

6.1 

h.6 

100.0 

0.90-0.99 

:       8.3 

23.1 

22.0 

30.9 

11.6 

U.l 

100.0 

1 .00  and  over 

:       3.3 

3.U 

33.2 

23  .k 

32.5 

U.2 

100.0 

All  ratio  groups 

:     13.8 

17.5 

27.6 

18.6 

12.3 

10.2 

100.0 
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APPENDIX 


Table  liu-  Median  incomes  of  rural  farm  and  of  urban  and  rural  nonfarm  families  and 
•unrelated  individuals,  by  States  and  State  economic  areas 


State  and 

Rural 
farm 

:  Urban  and   : 

:         State  and 

T?iiT»flT 

:  Urban  and 

State  economic 

:       rural       : 

:    State  economic 

HILL  cLX 

farm 

:       rural 

area 

:     nonfarm     : 

:              area 

:     nonfarm 

:     Dollars 

Dollars     : 

:     Dollars 

Dollars 

Alabama: 

: Calif .-Con. 

Area: 

:       3 

!       2,287 

2,Ui5 

6(C) 

!         U56 

1,280       : 

:       U(C) 

:       2,316 

3,070 

7b 

:          709 

1,190       : 

:       Met.  A,  B 

i       2,3U9 

3,092 

5 

:          760 

1,U72       : 

t       6(E) 

:       2,380 

2,898 

7a 

:          797 

1,392       : 

:       7(F,  G,  H)          j 

:       2,619 

3,026 

2 

i          Bhk 

1,U89       : 

U(B) 

:           921 

1,761       : 

:Colorado: 

1 

:           9U0 

1,913       : 

:  Area: 

3(A) 

:       1,2U2 

2,22U       : 

:       2a 

I      1,81x3 

2,200 

8(D) 

:       1,30U 

2,066       : 

:       1 

:       2,158 

2,582 

:       U(A) 

:       2,31x5 

2,773 

Arkansas : 

:       2b 

t       2,368 

1,870 

Area: 

:       3 

:       2,)i20 

2,102 

8b 

!           529 

1,350       i 

:       5 

!       2,598 

2,li82 

8a 

:           821 

1,U1U       : 

5                          i 

:           872 

1,U92       : 

Connecticut: 

lb 

:           895 

1,297       : 

:  Area:                        : 

6 

:           9U7 

1,689       : 

:       1(A) 

:       2,352 

3,li;0 

2 

t          980 

1,693       : 

:        2                             ! 

:       2,U9U 

2,777 

3(A)                        1 

:          999 

1,775       : 

:       Met.  B,   C            : 

:       2,877 

3,132 

7a                        : 

:       1,071 

1,U90       : 

h                      i 

:       1,091 

1,709       : 

: Delaware:                  : 

la                        i 

:       1,118 

1,U80       : 

:  Area:                       i 

7b 

l,lli5 

1,5U0       : 

:        1(A) 

:       1,6U9 

2,175 

Arizona:                    j 

. 

:  Florida:-                   : 

Area:                        i 

:  Area:                        : 

1                                       ! 

i           939 

2,366       ': 

:       3                           : 

:           90k 

1,383 

2a                          ! 

:       1,629 

2,630       : 

:       1                           : 

:      1,095 

1,921 

2b                         ! 

:      1,839 

2,U58       : 

:       6(C)                      j 

•      1,397 

2,27li 

Met.  A                 ! 

:       2,239 

2,U35       : 

:       2(A) 

l,ti9li 

2,101 

:        5(B)                       , 

1,7U9 

1,920 

California:             ! 

:       k                            i 

1,8U5 

1,705 

Area:                        i 

8                           : 

1,699 

2,307       i 

: Georgia:                   ! 

5(D)                      J 

•       1,96k 

2,736       : 

:  Area:                        : 

2                            : 

:       2,172 

2,718       : 

:       6                           ! 

560 

1,189 

1                                     ! 

2,2li0 

3,00U       : 

:       7a                         i 

591 

1,286 

9                          i 

:       2,2li8 

2,958       : 

5(C,  D) 

762 

1,91U 

-  Continued 
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Table  lit.-  Median  incomes  of  rural  farm  and  of  urban  and  rural  nonfarm  families  and 
unrelated  individuals,  by  States  and  State  economic  areas  -  Continued 


State  and 

Piir>aT 

:  Urban  and    : 

:          State  and 

RiiT*a1 

:   Urban  and 

State  economic     • 

farm 

:       rural       : 

:    State  economic 

farm 

:       rural 

area 

:     nonfarm     : 

:              area 

:     nonfarm 

.     Dollars 

Dollars     : 

!     Dollars 

Dollars 

Georgia-Con. 

:Iowa: 

Area: 

:  Area: 

7b 

:            802 

1,U67       : 

:       3b 

:       1,861 

2,120 

2 

:            815 

1,380       : 

:       3a 

:       2,219 

1,9U6 

h& 

:           83U 

1,977       : 

:       h 

:       2,323 

2,726 

lib 

:           87U 

1,U75       : 

:       lb(A,  B)              : 

'       2,3U3 

2,65U 

8 

:           932 

1,370       : 

:       5                             i 

:       2,615 

2,3UO 

9(E) 

:       1,175 

1,830       : 

:       6(D) 

:       2,66U 

2,83U 

1(A) 

:       1,207 

2,218       : 

:        2b(C) 

i      2,8U5 

2,8UO 

3(B) 

:       1,383 

2,368       : 

:       2a 

:        2,927 

2,623 

:       la 

:       3,-00U 

2,5U1 

Idaho : 

: 

Area: 

:Kansas: 

1 

!       2,172 

2,879       :* 

:  Area: 

3a 

:       2,236 

2,668       : 

:       7b 

:       1,612 

2,080 

2 

:       2,379 

2,729       : 

:       5 

:       1,772 

2,030 

3b 

:       2,U12 

2,660       : 

:        7a 

:       1,783 

1,855 

k 

:       2,7U0 

2,966       : 

:        h 

:       1,8U8 

1,803 

:       3b 

:       1,962 

2,26U 

Illinois : 

:       6(B) 

:       2,016 

2,710 

Area: 

:       3a(A) 

:       2,028 

2,8U7 

11 

1       1,388 

1,635       i 

:        2b                           : 

:       2,178 

2,U32 

8 

:       1,707 

2,336       : 

:       2a                         : 

:       2,ii93 

2,75U 

10                         : 

:       1,726 

2,220 

:       1 

:       3,083 

2,78U 

9 

:       2,026 

2,390       : 

:                                      i 

h 

:       2,199 

2,232       : 

: Kentucky:                  ; 

7(F) 

:       2,3U2 

2,800       : 

:   Area:                        : 

3 

:       2,607 

2,U67       : 

:       5 

:           909 

1,221; 

1(A,   B) 

:       2,609 

3,252       : 

:       3a                         : 

:           952 

l,li31 

2(C) 

:       2,793 

3,53k       : 

:       8(C) 

:       1,011; 

1,807 

6a(D,   E)              : 

2,8U6 

3,003       : 

:       U                           : 

:       1,050 

1,509 

6b 

:       2,918 

2,367       : 

:       9 

•       1,059 

1,871 

5 

:       3,lU7 

3,151       : 

:       3b 

i      1,138 

1,105 

:        1                           : 

1,228 

1,902 

Indiana:                    : 

:       2                            : 

:       1,355 

2,102 

Area :                         : 

:       6(A,  B)                 : 

1,616 

2,631* 

7                            : 

,       1,617 

2,017       i 

:       7                            ! 

1,828 

1,89U 

8(F) 

:       1,702 

2,U6U       : 

6(E) 

2,117 

2,33k       : 

2a                         i 

'      2,U03 

2,1*20       : 

:Louisiana:                ; 

3(C)                     : 

2,U52 

2,998       : 

:  Area:                        : 

2b                          ! 

'       2,563 

2,325       : 

:        2                             : 

970 

1,709 

5(D) 

2,701; 

3,073       : 

:        1(A) 

985 

1,991 

k                          i 

2,772 

2,933       : 

:        3                              ! 

1,035 

1,525 

1(A,  B) 

3,OU6 

3,518       : 

:        8                             ! 

1,125 

1,305 
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Table  lU.-  Median  incomes  of  rural  farm  and  of  urban  and  rural  nonfarm  families  and 
unrelated  individuals,  by  States  and  State  economic  areas  -  Continued 


State  and 

Rural 

:  Urban  and   : 

:          State  and 

Rural 

:   Urban  and 

State  economic     i 

farm 

:       rural       : 

:    State  economic 

farm 

:       rural 

area 

:     nonfarm     : 

:              area 

:     nonfarm 

:     Dollars 

Dollars     : 

:     Dollars 

Dollars 

La. -Con.                    i 

:Mich.-Con.                : 

Area: 

:       5a(A) 

:       2,218 

3,058 

6                           : 

l      1,17U 

1,775       i 

:       9b  (G) 

:       2,298 

2,957 

h 

i      1,18U 

1,6U7       : 

6a(B,  C)              ! 

:       2,330 

3,lU8 

5(B) 

:       1,226 

2,272       : 

:       7(D,   E) 

:       2,UU7 

3,355 

7                          : 

i      1,373 

2,082       : 

:        8(F) 

:       2,803 

3,582 

Maine :                        ! 

:Minnesota:                : 

Area:                        : 

:   Area: 

3 

1,1*62 

1,736       ': 

:        2(A) 

:       1,662 

2,750 

2                           : 

:       1,622 

2,215       : 

:       h 

:       1,668 

2,172 

U(A) 

:       1,797 

2,1*96       : 

:       3 

:       1,675 

2,lli2 

1                                       ! 

:       2,202 

2,078       : 

:       1 

:       1,967 

2,U07 

:       6(B) 

:       2,1U6 

3,101 

Maryland:                  i 

:       7                            : 

:       2,361 

2,513 

Area:                       i 

:       5                           s 

:       2,100 

2,336 

1                           ; 

\      1,30U 

2,351*       i 

:       8                          : 

2,726 

2,502 

lib 

:      1,3U5 

1,831;       : 

3                                       ! 

:       1,559 

2,289       : 

:Mississippi: 

Ua 

:       1,588 

1,950       : 

:  Area:                        : 

2                                       ! 

:       2,008 

2,101       : 

:       2                           ! 

h69 

1,228 

Met.  A,   B            ! 

t       2,125 

3,133       : 

:       1                           j 

:          538 

1,296 

:       5                           : 

:          66U 

1,322 

Massachusetts:        i 

:       6b 

:           672 

1,399 

Area:                        i 

:       6a                        : 

:          733 

1,!|23 

2(D,  E)                ! 

:       2,179 

2,61*2       ! 

:       3(A)                     ! 

:          735 

1,729 

1                                       ! 

:       2,2UU 

2,858       : 

:       h                           i 

:          89U 

1,333 

Met.  B 

:       2,U22 

2,88U       : 

:       8                           : 

:       1,170 

1,597 

Met.  C                  s 

:       2,U67 

2,988       : 

:       7                            : 

:       1,235 

1,1*57 

Met.  A                 ! 

t       2,1*68 

2,9lUi       : 

:Missouri:                 i 

Michigan: 

:   Area: 

Area:                        : 

:       8                           ! 

!          958 

1,730 

kb 

!      1,332 

2,121       : 

:       9b                         ! 

:          970 

l,3lil 

Ua 

i      1,U75 

2,02U       : 

:       7                           s 

:       l,051i 

1,823 

2                           : 

:       1,625 

2,359       : 

:        5 

:       1,096 

1,U58 

1 

:       1,652 

2,22h       : 

:       9a 

:       1,136 

1,655 

3                         i 

:       1,721* 

2,287       : 

:       U 

:       1,272 

1,817 

5b 

:      1,999 

2,279       : 

:       3                           : 

:       1,367 

1,591 

6b 

:       2,OU8 

2,829       : 

:       2a 

:       1,509 

1,109 

9a 

i       2,067 

2,61il       : 

:       6(B) 

5      1,61U 

2,903 

:       2b 

i      1,6U7 

1,628 

**>                      ■ 

:       1(A) 

5       2,010 

2,667 

-  Continued 
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Table  ll*.-  Median  incomes  of  rural  farm  and  of  urban  and  rural  nonfarm  families  and 
unrelated  individuals,  by  States  and  State  economic  areas  -  Continued 


State  and 

>,   Urban  and  : 

:    State  and 

:  Urban  and 

State  economic 

\       Rural 

1   rural   : 

:  State  economic 

\       Rural 

:   rural 

area 

\       farm 

:  nonfarm  : 

:      area 

\        farm 

:  nonfarm 

Dollars 

Dollars  : 

!  Dollars 

Dollars 

Montana: 

:New  York: 

Area: 

^ 

:  Area: 

la 

I   1,891 

2,1*97   : 

:   7 

!   1,786 

2,328 

lb 

:   2,163 

2,91*2   : 

:   9 

:   1,839 

2,622 

2b 

:   2,196 

2,71*3   : 

:   6(E) 

:   1,900 

2,905 

3a 

:   2,20l* 

3,027   : 

:   3a 

:   1,958 

2,732 

3b 

:   2,226 

2,572   : 

:   3b 

:   2,012 

2,51*1* 

2a 

:   2,996 

3,OU3 

:   2 

:   2,111 

2,658 

:   U(C) 

:   2,136 

2,781 

Nebraska : 

:   5(D) 

:   2,lli9 

2,868 

Area: 

; 

:   8(F) 

:   2,36U 

3,021* 

a 

:   2,138 

292hh       ": 

:   1(A,  B) 

:   2, 1*25 

3,256 

i 

:   2,138 

2,089   : 

:   Met.  G 

:   2,588 

3,188 

3b 

:   2,151 

2,01*2   : 

3a 

:   2,169 

2,356   : 

: North  Carolina: 

5 

:   2,182 

2,Ol*2   : 

:  Area: 

7 (A,  B) 

:   2,315 

2,609   : 

:   7 

!     930 

1,726 

6 

:   2,331 

2,200   : 

:   1(A) 

:   1,036 

1,960 

2 

:   2,1*56 

2,71*7   : 

:   9 

:   1,058 

1,862 

:   8 

:   1,138 

1,803 

Nevada : 

• 

:   10 

i   1,169 

1,1*31 

Area: 

:   11 

:   1,192 

1,539 

1 

I   1,930 

3,032   ! 

:   5(D) 

:   1,20U 

2,1*65 

:   6(E) 

:   1,201* 

1,951 

New  Hampshire:   : 

:   2 

:   1,220 

2,090 

Area: 

:   l*a 

:   1,1*70 

2,292 

1 

:   1,71*7 

2,206   : 

:   l*b 

s   1,633 

2,1*92 

2(A) 

s   1,902 

2,55U   : 

:   3(B,  C) 

:   1,61*1 

2,369 

New  Jersey:      i 

:North  Dakota:    : 

Area:          : 

: 

:  Area: 

2(D,  E,  F)    s 

:   2,102 

2,789   : 

:   3c 

:   2,027 

2,187 

1(A,  B,  C)    ! 

:   2,298 

3,1*66 

:   3b 

:   2,111 

2,288 

:   2b 

:   2,168 

2,1*62 

New  Mexico:      : 

; 

:   3a 

:   2,319 

2,1*1*9 

Area: 

:   1 

!   2,1*1*1 

2,51*2 

la          ! 

!    985 

2,60l*   : 

:   2a 

:   2,51*2 

2,692 

lb 

l,10ii 

2,331   : 

:   1* 

:   2,638 

2,71*9 

3                J 

:   1,791 

2,611   : 

2           : 

:   1,850 

1,985   : 

:               ! 

' 
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State  and 

Rural 

:  Urban  and  : 

:    State  and 

Rural 

:  Urban  and 

State  economic  i 

farm 

:   rural 

:  State  economic 

farm 

:   rural 

area 

:  nonfarm  : 

:      area 

:  nonfarm 

:  Dollars 

Dollars  : 

;  Dollars 

Dollars 

Ohio : 

:Pa.-Con. 

Area: 

:   Ub(E) 

:   1,916 

2,565 

8b 

I   1,381* 

1,731*   : 

:   3 

:   1,952 

2,561 

8a(L) 

:   1,1*27 

2,19k   : 

6(G) 

:   1,956 

2,566 

7(K) 

:   1,692 

2,797   : 

:   lb 

:   2,131 

2,719 

6b(J)        ; 

:   1,952 

2,601*   : 

:   7(H) 

:   2,169 

2,761 

6a 

:   2,lii6 

2,591*   : 

Met.  D 

:   2,290 

3,096 

Ub 

i       2,305 

3,021   : 

:   la (A,  B) 

:   2,U23 

3,076 

2 

:   2,381 

2,695   : 

:   Met.  J,  K 

i   2,U93 

2,902 

1(A)         j 

:   2,503 

3,290   : 

:   Met.  L,  M,  N 

:   2,6U0 

U,065 

3(B,  C,  D)    : 

:   2,517 

3,186   : 

l*a(E) 

:   2,700 

3,1*67   : 

: Rhode  Island:    i 

5(F,  G,  H) 

•   2,710 

3,211   : 

:  Area: 

: 

:   1(A) 

!   1,917 

2,653 

Oklahoma:       s 

Area: 

: South  Carolina: 

8b          : 

90k 

956    I 

:  Area: 

7b          : 

:     997 

1,21*1*    : 

:   6 

;     652 

1,337 

9 

:   1,008 

1,378    : 

:   8(C) 

:     823 

1,567 

8a          : 

:   1,033 

1,712    : 

:   5(A,.B) 

i    959 

2,036 

6                ! 

:   1,167 

2,007    : 

:   h 

i    96U 

1,777 

7a 

t   1,1*72 

2,OU7    : 

:   3 

:    998 

2,360 

3(A)         i 

:   1,1*81* 

2,739    : 

2 

:   1,105 

2,U57 

5(B) 

•   1,1*88 

2,917    : 

:   7 

:   1,109 

1,532 

U           s 

2,001 

1,838    : 

:   1 

1,155 

1,911; 

2 

i       2,130 

2,393    : 

1           : 

2,336 

2,196    : 

: South  Dakota:    \ 
:   Area:          : 

Oregon: 

:   3a 

1,876 

2,052 

Area: 

:   1           : 

:   2,083 

2,U36 

1* 

2,139 

3,HO    :* 

:   2b          ! 

:   2,163 

2,U5U 

lb          ! 

:   2,195 

2,9UO    : 

:   2a          i 

:   2,218 

2,291* 

2a(A)        : 

:   2,331 

3,039    : 

:   3b           ! 

:   2,228 

2,229 

2b          ! 

:   2,1*83 

2,9U8    : 

:   lia           : 

'   2,362 

2,131* 

3                1 

:   2,1*86 

3,083    : 

:   Ub          i 

2,1*23 

2,619 

la          ! 

2,565 

2,950    : 

: Tennessee:      j 

Pennsylvania:    i 

:  Area:          : 

Area:          ! 

:   6           : 

917 

1,376 

5(F) 

1,69U 

2,176    i 

:   3            J 

971 

1,351* 

2(C)         , 

:   1,791* 

2,U26 

2               ! 

:    995 

1,1*18 

lia          : 

:   1,81*2 

2,288    : 

:   7           ! 

:   1,003 

1,257 
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State  and 

:  Urban  and  : 

:    State  and    i 

:  Urban  and 

State  economic  : 

Rural 
farm 

:   rural   : 

:  State  economic  : 

Rural 

:   rural 

area      : 

:  nonfarm  : 

:      area      : 

farm 

:  nonfarm 

Dollars 

Dollars  : 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Term. -Con.       : 

: Virginia:       ! 

Area:         i 

:  Area:          j 

1(A)         : 

1,061* 

2,11*8   :* 

:   2           : 

963 

1,817 

8b          : 

:   1,076 

2,155   : 

:   6(C) 

1,21*7 

2,1*75 

5(B)         i 

1,21*3 

2,162   : 

:   8  and  9      i 

:   1,263 

2,150 

8a(C,  D)      : 

1,258 

2,226   t 

:   10 

:   1,312 

1,71*5 

k 

:   1,273 

1,701   : 

:   7           i 

:   1,335 

2,189 

:   5(B) 

:   1,357 

3,103 

Texas :          ! 

:   11(D) 

:   1,371 

2,168 

Area:          : 

:   3(A) 

:   1,1*02 

2,1*69 

15 

980 

1,1*02   \ 

:   1 

•   1,1*19 

2,072 

3           : 

:   1,015 

1,517   : 

:   1* 

:   1,1*87 

2,190 

9          : 

:   1,01*3 

1,3U9   : 

12               ! 

:   1,115 

1,957   : 

Washington: 

13           ! 

:   1,160 

1,722   : 

:  Area: 

la(A) 

:   1,168 

2,398   : 

:   5b 

:   1,817 

2,601 

10              ! 

:   1,269 

1,553   : 

:   5a   . 

:   2,192 

2,991* 

8(C,  D,  E) 

i   1,1*38 

2,378   : 

:   6 

:   2,203 

3,01*1* 

lb          ! 

1,51*9 

2,155   : 

:   2 

:   2,279 

2,701* 

7c 

:   1,638 

1,575   : 

:   U(C) 

:   2,291 

3,116 

7a 

:   1,692 

1,801*   : 

:   1 

:   2,388 

2,981 

H*(G.  H)      s 
11(F) 

.   1,707 

3,102   : 

:   3 (A,  B) 

:   2,706 

3,229 

i      1,737 

2,250   : 

:   7b(D) 

i      2,850 

2,1*1*8 

7b(B) 

:   1,896 

2,677   : 

:   7a 

:   3,550 

3,320 

6b              ! 

:   1,913 

2,505   : 

2 

:   1,9U9 

2,01*2   : 

:West  Virginia: 

6a 

:   2,331 

2,282   : 

:  Area: 

5 

i   2,921* 

3,Hi6   : 

:   5 

1   1,108 

1,986 

h 

:   3,U71 

3,251   : 

:   2b 

:   1,159 

1,886 

:   2a(B) 

:   1,33U 

2,1*38 

Utah: 

:   6 

:   1,516 

2,211* 

Area: 

:   1(A) 

:   1,556 

2,786 

3 

:   2,209 

2,811*   : 

:   3 

:  l,7hh 

2,1*65 

1 

:   2,1*31 

2,283   : 

:   U(C) 

i      1,981* 

2,639 

2(A) 

i   2,861* 

3,199   : 

Vermont: 

Area: 

2 

!   1,565 

2,322   : 

1 

:   l,59U 

2,01*2   : 
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State  and 

:  Urban  and  : 

:    State  and 

:  Urban  and 

State  economic  ■ 

Rural 

:   rural   : 

:  State  economic 

Rural 

:   rural 

area 

farm 

:  nonfarm  : 

:      area 

farm 

:  nonfarm 

•  Dollars 

Dollars  : 

:  Dollars 

Dollars 

Wisconsin:      i 

: Wyoming: 

Area: 

:  Area:         j 

5                ! 

:   1,U1U 

2,228   : 

:   1 

i       2,012 

3,336 

1(A) 

:   1,620 

2,289   : 

:   2a 

t       2,187 

3,22U 

2b          : 

i       1,673 

2, £73   : 

2b          ! 

i       2,271 

2,67U 

2a 

i      1,726 

2,121   : 

6 

:   1,882 

2,3U6   : 

h 

:   1,901 

2,821   : 

3 

:   2,116 

2,11*2   : 

7          : 

!   2,283 

3,062   : 

8(B,  C)  and  9  : 

:   2,U08 

3,379   : 

+ 
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Table  15.-  Ratios  of  median  income  and  number  of  rural  farm  to  nonfarm  families  and 
unrelated  individuals,  and  percentage  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  indi- 
viduals reporting  less  than  $1,000  cash  income,  State  economic  areas, 
United  States,  19U9 


Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio  of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of 

rural 

State     : 

of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural  farm  to  non- 

:farm  families 

and  un- 

and      : 

nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area  ; 

and  unrelated 

:     unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:    individuals 

:  less  than  $1,000 

Alabama:        ! 

Area:         i 

1           : 

:        0.U91 

o.5o5 

52.5 

2                ! 

.567 

.737 

57.3 

3(A) 

.558 

.101 

U3.3 

ii(B) 

.522 

.U18 

53.1 

5           : 

i                    *5l6 

.606 

59.9 

6(0)         : 

:        .356 

.U79 

7U.0 

7a 

:         .572 

.667 

57.9 

7b          i 

.596 

.812 

63.1 

8(D) 

:         .631 

.097 

U0.8 

Arkansas :       : 

, 

Area:          : 

la 

i       .755 

.587 

U6.0 

lb 

:         .690 

.651 

55.1 

2 

:         .579 

.382 

50.9 

3(A) 

i         .563 

.259 

51.5 

h 

:         .638 

.lOl 

U6.9 

5               1 

.58U 

.539 

56.1 

6 

:         .561 

.397 

52.1 

7a          : 

:         .718 

.917 

ii7.5 

7b          ! 

:         .713 

.81*5 

U5.U 

8a 

i                     .581 

.990 

59.3 

8b              ! 

:         .392 

.610 

68.7 

Arizona: 

Area: 

1 

:         .397 

.130 

52.3 

Met.  A 

:         .919 

.068 

21.5 

2a 

:         .619 

.291 

26.9 

2b 

:         .7U8 

.067 

29.7 

California: 

Area: 

1 

1         .7U6 

.liiO 

25.9 

2 

:         .799 

.239 

27.9 

Met.  A,  B 

:         .760 

.018 

23.8 

3 

:         .935 

.122 

22.2 

U(C) 

i        .75U 

.128 

2U.6 
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Table  15.-  Ratios  of  median  income  and  number  of  rural  farm  to  nonfarm  families  and 
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:  Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio 

of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of  rural 

State      : 

of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural 

farm  to  non- 

:farm  families  and  un- 

and      t 

nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area  : 

:     and  unrelated 

:     unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:    individuals 

:   less  than  $1,000 

Calif .-Con.      : 

- 

Area:          i 

5(D)          i 

:        0.718 

0.212 

25.8 

6(E) 

:         .821 

.210 

20.1 

7(F,  G,  H)    ! 

:         .865 

.016 

16.6 

8          : 

:         .737 

.1U7 

3U.8 

9 

.760 

.128 

2U.0 

Colorado:       ; 

Area:          i 

1 

.836 

.222 

20.9 

2a 

:         .838 

.1*19 

26.3 

2b          ! 

:         1.266 

.U37 

23.9 

3          i 

1.151 

.259 

20.5 

MA) 

:         .8U6 

.055 

20.9 

5               1 

:        1.0)47 

.166 

23.8 

Connecticut:     : 

Area:          : 

1(A) 

:         .7U9 

.020 

23.8 

Met.  B,  C 

i         .919 

.018 

20.9 

2           : 

.898 

.085 

25.8 

Delaware :       ; 

Area:          : 

1(A) 

.758 

.091 

32.2 

Florida:        : 

Area: 

1               ! 

!         .570 

.10U 

U6.8 

2(A) 

:         .711 

.036 

3U.8 

3 

:          .(6h 

.322 

55.1 

U            : 

:        1.082 

.01*9 

28.1 

5(B) 

:         .911 

.063 

28.7 

6(C) 

:         .61U 

.02U 

38.3 
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Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio  of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of 

rural 

State 

of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural  farm  to  non- 

:farm  families 

and  un- 

and               s 

nonfarm  families 

:   farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area     °. 

and  unrelated 

:            unrelated 

: reporting- incomes  of 

individuals 

:          individuals 

:      less  than  $1,000 

Georgia: 

Area: 

1(A) 

0.5Ui 

0.320 

Wu3 

2 

:                       .590 

.96U 

58.1 

3(B) 

.SQh 

.1U6 

52.2 

ha 

•U22 

.386 

57.1 

hb 

:                       .592 

.U71 

55.1 

5(c, 

D)                i 

.398 

.073 

57.9 

6 

.U71 

.881; 

69.3 

7a 

:                       ,k$9 

.508 

67.9 

7b 

.Shi 

.605 

59.1 

8 

.680 

.6hh 

53.1 

9(E) 

1 

i                      .6U2 

.096 

U3.7 

Idaho: 

Area: 

1 

.75U 

.266 

23.5 

2 

:                      .872 

.205 

20.0 

3a 

!                      .838 

.28U 

20.9 

3b 

;906 

.U86 

13.6 

h 

:                      .92U 

.351 

13.0 

Illinois 

5J                          ! 

Area: 

1(A. 
2(C) 

B)             i 

I                       .802 

.lW* 

15.1 

:                      .790 

.010 

17  .U 

3 

■ 

1.057 

.338 

1U.3 

k 

:                      .985 

.33U 

21.6 

5 

:                       .998 

.191 

13.7 

6a(Dj 

E)               i 

:                      .9U8 

.117 

Hw9 

6b 

:                   1.233 

.223 

10.3 

7(F) 

:                      .836 

.125 

19.8 

8 

:                      .731 

.5U7 

32.0 

9 

:                      .818 

.379 

27  .k 

10 

i                     .777 

.239 

33.7 

11 

:                      .8U9 

.329 

38.5 

-  Continued 


-3U  - 


Table  15 .-  Ratios  of  median  income  and  number  of  rural  farm  to  nonfarm  families  and 
unrelated  individuals,  and  percentage  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  indi- 
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:  Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio  of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of  rural 

State      : 

of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural  farm  to  non- 

:farm  families  and  un- 

and      ! 

nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area  : 

and  unrelated 

:     unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:    individuals 

:   less  than  $1,000 

Indiana:        : 

Area:          i 

1(A,  B)       : 

:         0.866 

0.0U9 

17.9 

2a          : 

.993 

.$$3 

20.5 

2b          s 

1.102 

.270 

16.0 

3(C) 

:         .818 

.238 

18.8 

h                           i 

:          M 

.1U7 

15.6 

5(D) 

:         .880 

.108 

17.1* 

6(E) 

i                      .907 

.188 

26.0 

7           s 

:         .802 

.380 

35.0 

8(F) 

:         .691 

.359 

31.0 

Iowa :          : 

; 

Area:          : 

la 

:         1.182 

.610 

12.0 

lb(A,  B)      i 

.883 

.327 

18.0 

2a          : 

:        1.158 

.662 

ll.U 

2b(C) 

:         1.002 

.205 

12.5 

3a 

:         1.1U0 

.6$9 

17.8 

3b 

.878 

.U91 

25.5 

U 

:         .852 

.388 

18.1 

5 

:        1.117 

•505 

1U.7 

6(D) 

.9l|0 

.172 

15.8 

Kansas : 

, 

Area:         s 

. 

1 

:        1.107 

.353 

17.1 

2a 

:         .90$ 

.138 

22.1 

2b          i 

:         .896 

.397 

2U.U 

3a(A) 

:         .712 

.133 

25.3 

3b          : 

:         .867 

.353 

22.8 

h                          : 

:        1.025 

.80U 

26.3 

5 

:         .877 

.271; 

28.9 

6(B)         : 

:         .7UU 

.133 

2U.1 

7a          ! 

:         .961 

.561 

26.9 

7b 

:         .775 

.238 

31.6 
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Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio  of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of 

rural 

State      : 

of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural  farm  to  non- 

:farm  families 

and  un- 

and       : 

nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area  : 

and  unrelated 

:     unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:    individuals 

:   less  than  $1,000 

Kentucky:       : 

Area:         ; 

1            : 

0.6U6 

0.503 

U2.2 

2           : 

.61x3 

.321 

38.0 

3a          : 

.670 

.733 

52.3 

3b          : 

.801 

.505 

h$.$ 

U           i 

.696 

.577 

U8.2 

5           • 

:         .7U3 

1.589 

55.0 

6(A,  B)      : 

.613 

.177 

30.8 

7          i 

i                     .96$ 

.2U2 

2U.5 

8(C)        ! 

:         .561 

.821 

h96 

9          : 

.566 

.U2h 

1*8.2 

Louisiana: 

Area*          : 

1(A) 

:         .U95 

.155 

50.8 

2 

:         .568 

.569 

51.5 

3 

;         .679 

.511 

1*8.5 

a 

:         .719 

.klh 

1*3.0 

5(B) 

:         .5U0 

.063 

1*2.8 

6 

!         .661 

.259 

1*3.9 

7 

:         .6$9 

.210 

37.8 

8 

:         .862 

.587 

1*5.5 

Maine : 

Area: 

1 

:         1.060 

.292 

22.3 

2 

i                      .732 

.176 

33.6 

3 

:         .8U2 

.203 

35.U 

U(A) 

:         .720 

.072 

31.9 

Maryland: 

Area: 

i 

1 

:        .55U 

.113 

1*2.3 

2 

:         .833 

.197 

27.8 

Met.  A,  B 

:         .678 

.022 

26.7 

3 

:         .681 

.368 

36.2 

U 

:         .81U 

.315 

30.7 

hb 

:         .733 

.237 

38.5 

-  Continued 


-  36  - 


Table  15.-  Ratios  of  median  income  and  number  of  rural  farm  to  nonfarm  families  and 
unrelated  individuals,  and  percentage  of  rural  farm  families  and  unrelated  indi- 
viduals reporting  less  than  $1,000  cash  income,  State  economic  areas, 
United  States,  19U9  -  Continued 


Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio  of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of  rural 

State      : 

of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural  farm  to  non- 

:farm  families  and  un» 

and      : 

nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area  : 

and  unrelated 

?     unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:    individuals 

:   less  than  $1,000 

Massachusetts:   : 

Area:          : 

1 

:        0.78U 

0.068 

27  .U 

Met.  A       : 

:         .838 

.025 

25.3 

Met.  B 

:         .8U0 

.028 

23.1; 

Met.  C       : 

:         .826 

.007 

22  .U 

2(D,  E)       ! 

.825 

.022 

27.2 

Michigan: 

Area: 

t 

1 

1         .710 

.109 

31.lt 

2                ! 

:         .68? 

.199 

31.7 

3 

:         .752 

.399 

31.8 

Ua 

:         .729 

.U75 

l^>6 

Ub           : 

:         .628 

•1+37 

hO. 6 

5a(A) 

:         .725 

.221; 

25.1 

5b 

i         .877 

.931 

27.3 

6a(B,  C)      ! 

:         .7U0 

.115 

22.9 

6b               ! 

:         .72U 

.289 

28.U 

7(D.  E)      : 

:         .729 

.151* 

23.7 

8(F) 

:         .782 

.023 

16.9 

9a 

:         .783 

.392 

2U.5 

9b(G) 

:         .777 

.166 

23.5 

Minnesota:      ! 

Area:         ! 

1 

.816 

.63U 

26.0 

2(A) 

:         .60h 

.217 

32.3 

3 

:         .781 

.831 

28.U 

k 

:         .768 

.988 

30.9 

5 

:        1.032 

.756 

16.7 

6(B) 

!         .692 

.092 

22.9 

7 

i        .939 

.175 

18.8 

8 

:        1.089 

.69U 

12.8 
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Ratio  of 

median  income 

:  Ratio  of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of 

rural  . 

State              ; 

of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural  farm  to  non- 

:farm  families 

and  un- 

and               : 

nonfa 

rm  families 

:   farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area     : 

and 

unrelated 

:            unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:          individuals 

:      less  than  $1,000 

Mississippi:           ; 
Area:                        ; 

1                           : 

0.105 

0.833 

72.9 

2                           : 

.382 

1.UU8 

73.7 

3(A)                      i 

.1*25 

.293 

61.3 

h                           i 

.671 

1.275 

55.1 

5                           i 

.502 

.676 

65.2 

6a                        : 

.515 

l.llO 

60.8 

6b                         : 

.1*73 

.797 

63. h 

7                           : 

.318 

.366 

Ul.5 

8                         : 

.733 

.061 

U3.7 

Missouri:                  : 

Area:                        : 

1(A) 

.751* 

.098 

23.2 

2a                         : 

1.063 

.735 

31.8 

2b 

1.012 

.Ii69 

3-l.U 

3                           : 

.859 

.719 

38.5 

h                          i 

.702 

.396 

Ul.l 

5 

.752 

.789 

U6.5 

6(B)                     , 

.^ 

.056 

33.0 

7                          i 

.578 

.665 

1*8.1 

8 

.55U 

.629 

52.2 

9a 

. 

.686 

.570 

hS.k 

9b 

.723 

.7U7 

51.  k 

Montana: 

Area: 

la 

.757 

.229 

25.1 

lb 

.735 

.137 

20.0 

2a 

.981* 

.251 

17.0 

2b 

.801 

.U78 

25.9 

3a 

.728 

.225 

2l*.l 

3b 

.865 

.1*95 

22.9 
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:  Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio  of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of  rural 

State 

:    of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural  farm  to  non- 

:farm  families  and  un- 

and       : 

:    nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area 

:     and  unrelated 

:     unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:    individuals 

:   less  than  $1,000 

Nebraska : 

, 

Area: 

1 

:         1.023 

0.872 

19.6 

2           : 

:         .89U 

.1*17 

18.8 

3a 

:         .921 

.1*21 

20.0 

3b 

:        1.053 

.738 

21.1* 

a                   i 

:         .953 

.622 

21.6 

5 

\                   1.068 

.530 

18.3 

6           : 

:        1.059 

.590 

18.2 

7(A,  B) 

:         .887 

.117 

17.lt 

Nevada : 

Area:          : 

1 

!         .636 

.08U 

21.9 

New  Hampshire:   ! 

. 

Area:          ! 

1           : 

!         .792 

.126 

31.7 

2(A) 

:         .792 

.071* 

29.6 

New  Jersey:      : 

\ 

Area: 

\ 

1(A,  B,  C)    : 

.663 

.Oil* 

23.6 

2(D,  E,  F)    ! 

:         .751 

.021 

29.1 

New  Mexico: 

; 

Area: 

la          : 

:         .378 

.107 

50.5 

lb          i 

i        .1*71* 

.269 

1*7.0 

2                ! 

:         .932 

.031 

29.9 

3 

:         .686 

.177 

26.6 

New  York: 

Area: 

1(A,  B) 

!        .71*5 

.0U7 

23.6 

2 

s        .791* 

.275 

21*. 9 

3a 

:         .717 

.201 

29.1 
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.  — 

Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio  of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of  rural 

State      % 

of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural  farm  to  non- 

:farm  families  and  un- 

and       : 

nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area  : 

and  unrelated 

:     unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:    individuals 

:  less  than  $1,000 

N.  Y.-Con.      : 

Area:          : 

3b          : 

0.791 

0.15U 

29.7 

U(C)         : 

.768 

.103 

27.6 

5(D)         : 

.7U9 

.087 

27  .U 

6(E)         : 

.651; 

.187 

29.U 

7           : 

.767 

.223 

31.8 

8(F) 

.782 

.05U 

28.7 

9                         i 

.701 

.113 

31.U 

Met.  G       : 

.812 

.001 

19.7 

North  Carolina:   : 

Area:          : 

1(A)         : 

:         .528 

.591 

U8.8 

2           : 

.58U 

.U73 

HU.3 

3(B,  C)      : 

:         .693 

.225 

31.1 

Ua 

i         .6U1 

.U19 

36.6 

lib           : 

:         .655 

.236 

35.5 

5(D) 

:         .U88 

.220 

UU.7 

6(E) 

:         .617 

.5U3 

U3.5 

7           : 

:         .539 

.78U 

52.9 

8 

:         .631 

.550 

U6.0 

9 

i                     .568 

.313 

U8.2 

10 

:         .817 

.365 

li3.7 

11 

:         .77U 

.387 

h2.9 

North  Dakota: 

Area: 

1 

!         .960 

.755 

20.3 

2a 

:         .9kh 

.57U 

15.9 

2b 

:         .881 

.528 

22.8 

3a 

:         .9U7 

,591 

21.U 

3b 

:         .923 

.655 

22.9 

3c 

:         .927 

.838 

23  .U 

k 

:         .960 

.289 

18.6 
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Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio  of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of  rural 

State      : 

of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural  farm  to  non- 

:farm  families  and  un- 

and      ! 

nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area  ; 

and  unrelated 

:     unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:    individuals 

:   less  than  $1,000 

Ohio :           ! 

Area:          ; 

1(A) 

0.761 

0.128 

15.3 

2            : 

:         .88U 

abk 

17.2 

3(B,  G,  D)    ! 

.790 

.092 

16.9 

Ua(E)        i 

:         .779 

.018 

20.9 

Ub 

:         .763 

.2U9 

23.  h 

5(F,  G,  H)    ! 

.8UU 

.072 

21.U 

6a 

:         .827 

.278 

22.1 

6b(J) 

.750 

.170 

29.7 

700 

s        .605 

.069 

31.3 

8a(L)        : 

.650 

.308 

38.6 

8b               ! 

:         .798 

.i|09 

39.1 

Oklahoma: 

Area:         i 

1 

1.061* 

.537 

20.0 

2 

:         .890 

.330 

21.5 

3(A)         s 

:         3x2 

.128 

36.8 

u 

:        1.089 

.397 

23.1 

5(B)         i 

:         .510 

.111 

3S.6 

6 

:         .581 

.333 

hk.9 

7a 

:         .719 

.313 

3U.U 

7b          : 

:         .801 

.50U 

5o. i 

8a 

:         .603 

.3U1 

U8.9 

8b 

i        .9U6 

1.233 

55.1 

9 

:         .731 

.562 

U9.7 

Oregon: 

Area: 

la 

!         .869 

.181 

22.1 

lb 

\                    .7U7 

.202 

21*. 0 

2a(A) 

:         .767 

.09U 

21.8 

2b 

i         .8U2 

.17U 

19.  h 

3 

:         .806 

.296 

22.2 

u 

:         .680 

.289 

2U.1 
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State 

and 

economic  area 


Ratio  of  median  income 

of  rural  farm  to 

nonfarm  families 

and  unrelated 

individuals 


Ratio  of  number  of  :  Percentage  of  rural 

rura.1  farm  to  non-  :f arm  families  and  un- 

farm  families  and  :  related  individuals 

unrelated  :  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals  :   less  than  $1,000 


Pennsylvania  :          i 

Area:                        : 

la(A,  B)              : 

0.787 

0.123 

21*. 1 

lb                         J 

.781* 

.11*1* 

27.8 

2(C) 

.739 

.151* 

30.3 

3                           : 

.762 

.100 

28.3 

ha                        : 

.805 

.189 

31.2 

l*b(E)                   : 

.71*7 

.098 

31.1* 

Met.  D                  : 

.739 

.022 

28.6 

5(F) 

.780 

.152 

32.1 

6(G)                        ! 

.762 

.051; 

28.1* 

7(H) 

.786 

.100 

23.5 

Met.  J,   K           ! 

:                      .859 

.153 

19.U 

Met.  Lj  M,   N     : 

.6U9 

.02U 

19.2 

Rhode  Island:          i 

Area:                        ! 

1(A) 

:                      .723 

.012 

33.6 

South  Carolina:      ; 

Area:                        ! 

1                                      ! 

.603 

.1*30 

1*6.1 

2 

i                  .l*5o 

.213 

1*7.9 

3 

i                       .1*23 

.331 

50.0 

h 

i                    .51*2 

.615 

51.3 

>5(A,  B) 

:                       .1*71 

.231* 

51.6 

6 

;                      .188 

.617 

66.2 

7 

:                       .72U 

.93k 

1*6.2 

8(C) 

:                        .525 

.187 

57.5 

South  Dakota: 

Area: 

1 

'.                   .855 

.393 

26.2 

2a 

:                       .967 

.726 

21.7 

2b 

:                       .881 

.167 

22.5 

3a 

:                       .911* 

.980 

27.1* 

3b 

:                     1.000 

.669 

21.0 

l*a 

:                     1.107 

.709 

20.9 

l*b 

:                        .925 

.353 

16.8 
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i   Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio 

of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of  rural 

State 

;    of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural 

farm  to  non- 

:farm  families  and  un- 

and 

i         nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area 

t     and  unrelated 

:     unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

!      individuals 

:    individuals 

:   less  than  $1,000 

Tennessee: 

Area: 

. 

1(A) 

!         0.1x95 

0.23U 

1*7.9 

2           : 

:         .702 

.961 

50.3 

3 

:         .717 

.973 

51.  1* 

k 

:         .7U8 

.51*0 

39.6 

5(B)          ! 

i                      .575 

.237 

U2.0 

6 

:         .666 

1.008 

5U.3 

7 

:         .798 

.7UU 

1*9.9 

8a(C,  D)      : 

.565 

.185 

1*2.5 

8b 

:         .199 

.51*8 

1*7.8 

Texas :          i 

Area: 

► 

la(A)        : 

!        .U87 

.081 

1*2.3 

lb          : 

:         .719 

.271* 

3^.6 

2 

:         .95U 

.210 

23.3 

3          a 

:         .669 

.177 

1*9.6 

h 

:        1.068 

.099 

9.8 

5         i 

:         .929 

.197 

13.3 

6a          ! 

:        1.021 

.228 

18.6 

6b              ! 

:         .76U 

.379 

25.1 

7a          i 

.938 

.k69 

30.0 

7b(B)        : 

:         .708 

.077 

28.7 

7c           ! 

:        1.0U0 

,6h3 

28.9 

8(C,  D,  E)    i 

:         .605 

.137 

35.7 

9                ! 

i                     .773 

JiUi 

1*8.5 

10          : 

:         .817 

.678 

1*1.2 

11(F)           ! 

:         .772 

.078 

29.8 

12          : 

:         .570 

.1*36 

h6.$ 

13          : 

:         .67U 

.371 

1*5.2 

1U(G,  H)      i 

i                 .tto 

.051 

33.2 

15 

:         .699 

.239 

50.9 
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Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio 

of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of  rural 

State      J 

of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural 

farm  to  non- 

:farm  families  and  un- 

and       % 

nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area  : 

and  unrelated 

:     unrelated 

: reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:    individuals 

:  less  than  $1,000 

Utah:          : 

Area:          : 

1           : 

1.065 

0.292 

13.6 

2(A) 

.895 

.016 

16.2 

3           : 

.785 

.232 

20.0 

Vermont :        ! 

Area:          : 

1           : 

:         .781 

.214; 

32.0 

2                ! 

.67U 

.221 

35.0 

Virginia:       ! 

Area:          : 

%* 

1                ! 

:         .685 

.33U 

39.U 

2                ! 

:         .530 

588 

51.6 

3(A)         i 

:         .568 

,17U 

38.9 

h                                      ! 

:         .679 

.295 

37.5 

5(B) 

:         .398 

.111 

38.8 

6(C) 

:          .50U 

.167 

U3.8 

7 

:         .610 

.661 

38.3 

8  and  9 

:         .587 

.237 

U2.6 

10 

:         .752 

.318 

U0.3 

11(D) 

i                       .632 

.311; 

39.7 

Washington: 

Area: 

1 

\                       .801 

.13U 

2U.8 

2 

:         .8U3 

•223 

23.3 

3(A,  B) 

:         .838 

.033 

25.1 

U(c) 

;         .735 

.196 

2U.9 

5a 

:         .732 

.309 

22.2 

5b 

:         .699 

.6U3 

30.6 

6 

:         .72U 

.228 

23.7 

7a 

:        1.069 

.218 

15.8 

7b(D) 

:         1.16U 

.079 

19.2 
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viduals reporting  less  than  $1,000  cash  income,  State  economic  areas, 
United  States,  19h9  -   Continued 


:  Ratio  of  median  income 

:  Ratio  of  number  of 

:  Percentage  of  rural 

State             ; 

; :       of  rural  farm  to 

:  rural  farm  to  non- 

:farm  families  and  un- 

and               ! 

nonfarm  families 

:  farm  families  and 

:  related  individuals 

economic  area     ; 

and  unrelated 

:           unrelated 

:  reporting  incomes  of 

individuals 

:         individuals 

:     less  than  $1,000 

West  Virginia:        ; 

Area: 

1(A) 

I                    0.558 

0.127 

38.2* 

2a(B)                    : 

:                      .5U7 

.307 

Ul.5 

2b                          i 

:                      .61U 

.827 

U5.9 

3                           : 

:                      .707 

.195 

35.0 

U(C)                      i 

:                       .752 

.090 

31.3 

5                           ' 

:                       .558 

.391 

U6.9 

6 

.685 

.209 

33.0 

Wisconsin:                : 

Area:                        s 

1(A)                       >. 

1                     .708 

.3$h 

32.7 

2a                         ! 

:                       .811; 

.853 

28.3 

2b 

:                       .650 

.379 

2U.6 

3 

:                      .988 

.591 

21.0 

k                           i 

:                      .67U 

.U33 

26.5 

5 

:                      .635 

.618 

36.3 

6 

:                      ;802 

.551 

25.3 

7                           : 

i                     .7U6 

.181 

20.1 

8(B,  C)  and  9 

i                     .713 

.081 

18.9 

Wyoming: 

Area: 

1 

i                     .603 

.110 

19.9 

2a 

:                      .678 

.330 

19.3 

2b 

1                     .819 

.258 

18.7 

